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Resolved in the

Language Development Program

B ,
l// Is it intended to have and & or conditions against a position?

Against a unit?

(and)
Example: French with German, or Spanish

To what level of organization would language unit requirements
be placed? .

éBEREETGRA@E,éSFFICE, DIVISION, etc.
' E/

Ts it assumed that if there is a general language requirement:
against a unit, there can also be alspecific requirement against
a position(s) within the unit.

Would there be a problem if a mechanical comparison is not made
to the "factor(s)" level of man-proficiency versus language
requirement?

Exanmple:
RWS

REQM ' French NHH
EMPLOYEE French I HH
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What is the anticipated maximum nunmber of individual
languages waking up the requirement for a given language unit?

It is assumed that language factors of R (Read), W (Write),
and S (Speak) are sufficient for reporting purposes. Is this
assumption correct?

Are man records listed against requirements for:

i/ /- DISCLAIMED
Z Greater than 3 years since last test
¢ Self-evaluated

Example:

REQM: French
MAN : French
MAN : French P J K * (Disclaim)
MAN : French NIHG®H (>3 YRS)

D T
w H =
v o

The mechanical system is incapable of working in "general"
language groupings. (I.E., Chinese - with no dialect specified.)

(NOTE: There are 21 various dialects in the Chinese language)

Is this a problem?

Is there a maximum numbex of language requirements that one
individual can satisfy?
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